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REMARKS 

I. Introduction 

In response to the Office Action dated November 16, 2004, claims 1, 9, 17, 25, 33, 41, and 
49 have been amended, and claims 8, 16, 24, 32, 40, and 48 have been canceled. Claims 1-7, 9-15, 
17-23, 25-31, 33-39, 41-47 and 49 remain in the application. Re-examination and re-consideration 
of the application, as amended, is requested. 

II. H^im Amendments 

Applicant^ attorney hae made amendments to the claims as indicated above for purposes of 
^editing prosecution of the application and with die intention of pursuing further claim scope in 
continuing and related applications. 

HI T V Cited Re Wnces and the Subject Invent^!* 
A. The Eyer Reference 

U.S. Patent No. 6,401,242, issued June 4, 2002 to Ryet et al. discloses a method and 
apparatus for designating a preferred source to avoid duplicative programming services. Interactive 
Program Guide (IPG) data for television is delivered to integrated receiver-decoders (IRDs) in a 
decoder population vk, for example, a satellite network. The IPG data provides scheduling 
information for global and local programming services which are carried via the satellite network as 
well as another network such as a CATV network or a terrestrial broadcast network- Each IRD is 
assigned to an IPG region using unit addressing. At the 1RD, IPG data is filtered so that only the 
global data and the region-specific data for the IRD's IPG region is retained and processed by the 
IRD. Channel map data is also delivered to the IRDs so that bundles oflRD data can be filtered out 
using firmware filtering to discard program sources that are not present in the channel map. The 
IRD data which is retained after filtering is used to provide scheduling information via an on-screen 
display. A preferred source may be designated when there are duplicative channels on the different 
networks. 
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XV. O ffice Acqnn Pnot A h- fr^ctionc 

In paragraphs (l)-<2). the Office Action rejected claims 1-49 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as 
anticipated over Eyct ct «L, U.S. Patent No. 6,401,242 (Eyer). Applicants respectfully traverse these 
rejections for the reasons described below. 

^tt ^rt to Claim 1 : Claim 1 has been amended to recite features of claim 8. According 

to the Office Action, Eyer discloses: 

where the Local-IPG data includes station names or IDs, such as, ABC, NBC, CBS, 
CNN, Disney channel, etc., (fig. 2. col. 5, lines 60-67, col 7, lines 36-45 and col. 9, lines 35- 
39) "data identifying the service network" transmitting the Local-IPG data and the Orlobal- 
IPG data and the Local-IPG data i» merged according to a comparison between the data and 
the IRD configuration value such as an address, identification number, geographical 
location, etc. associated with the IRD (col. 8, lines 57-67 and cel. 10, lines 10-38). 

However, the station names or IDs referred to (ABC, NBC, CBS, etc.) do not identify the 
service network transmitting the second program guide information. Instead, they are source 
identifiers that indicate origin of the source material. Referring to the referenced portions of the 
Eyer reference: 
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FIG. 2 simply refers to a "source" identifier and name. The source identifier, however, does 
not identify the service mhvork transmitting the seawd program gpide information as claim 1 recites, but rather, 
identifies the source of the underlying program material. This is made clear in the Eyet reference as 
follows: 
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In n 3 ,cond type of filtering, at each decoder, the IPG data may be filtered according to channel 
£*IT<S 3Ld« to recover IPG data responding to channel* accessible to that decoder white ignoring 
IPC data corresponding to channels not accessible to that decoder. Channel map data F^ 3 * 
correLndence Utween the programming services and a channel identifier which is *^ ^ 

e£»n*l nu^her, ' We ridentifc." which identifies the prc^mrning serv.ee prouder and/or i»M 
itaidfi^ (e g. ABC, NBC). The channel map data may be in the form of a lookup table which wooa*. 
carde Sequtcie, of the programmmg services with the corresponding idennaer. For djptd ** 
££ri2p also indicaterwhich programming service within *e digital multiple* * to be ^cd ^X 
channel. For example, an IRD may filter IPG data for a global prograrmrung service 
or otherwise not avail able to the IRD, for example, due to operator preference or lumted channel capacity w 
th<s cable network, (col 4* lines 3B-56) 

The Office Action also argues that the faUowing discloses features of claim B (now 
presented in claim 1): 

Th3 IPG data provides program tide, program description, and ^ulkg ™J?™*^J 0t ? ] °^ ^''T*' 
reRion-^ecific) programming, such a, network programs (e.g. ABC, NBC, CBS, FOX) and other global 
aafeetitt offerings (e.g.. The Disney Channel, Nickelodeon, etc) as well as scheduling information for regpn- 
speciac programming, such as local news programs by independent stations or local networK affiliates, and 
local access programs, (col 5, lines 60-67) 

The Applicants respectfully disagree ... the foregoing passage does nor reach second 
program guide information identifying the service network tx^mimng the second program guide 
information. 

Vhe Office Action further argues that the following discloses features of claim 8 (now 
presented in claim 1): 

For example, a "preferred source" data bit which is delivered to the IRDs can indicate which cable channels are 
preferred sources with a "1 \ while non-preferred cable channels are debated with * "0". Thus, if th* 
duplicative channel M CNN" is received via both the satellite network and the CATV network, and the CATV 
channel is designated as a preferred source, ihe CATV chnnael will be displayed wh*n selected by th* user in 
lieu of the satellite channel. The "CNN" service carried on satellite will not be accessible by the user, even 
though it is available to die IRD's timer/demodulator, (col 7, lines 36-45) 

The Applicants again respectfully disagree. The foregoing describes how the Eyer system 
handles duplication of channels ... it does not disclose second program guide informatiou 
identifying the service network transmitting the second program guide information. 

Finally, the Office Action relies on the following passage; 
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Specifically, ft. -P P-vi- - -*= r^Sd'SSS 
channel 10 for ABC), a physio! location the received data stream, such as a PIP, and a =>ourcc identifier vm« 

is associated with each programming service. (coL 9. lines 35-39) 

Again, the "source identifier" indicates the source of the underlying program material, not 
the service network transmitting second program guide information. 

The Office Action next argues that the feature of merging th* fim program BP"** 
information and the second program guide information according to a comparison between the data 
and the receiver station value is disclosed as follows 

Global-IPG data and the Local-IPG data is merged according to a comparison between the 
data and IRD 130 configuration value such as an address, identification number, 
geographical location, etc., associated with IRD 130. 

and relying on the following portions of the Eyer reference: 

Thus the IPG data which is received by the microprocessor 170 provides scheduling ^formation for t he global 
Xamnung services, and for rcginn-specinc pro 8 ramrni»g services for the IPG region O the ^^JP" 
In accordance with the present invention, regional IPG data » mutacnan »dd« BS *d » IBD. m different WG 
recions to allow each IRD to recover only the IPG data for ,ts region. Thta reduces the amount of IPG data 
that must bo processed by microprocessor 170, thereby reducing memory and CPU ^„uem^w whdc snll 
providing the user with IPC information for all programming available to the user's IRD. (col. 8. hues 57-67) 

WG 4 illustrates the transmission and reception of global and regional TPG data in accordance with the 
oresent invention. IPG data bundles which we broadcast, e.g., over a satellite network toa usefs home, include 
global IPG data in a bundle 0. or B0 (400), described below in greater detail, as well as IPG data for a specific 
IPG region, e.g., region A, in an associated bundle 1 *t Bl (405), IPG data for . *pop B m an associated 
bundle B1 (410), and IPG data for a region C in an associated bundle Bl (415). Regions A, U and C arc 
different IPG regions which are served by a toimnQn satellite broadcast network. 

Each UW receives the same global and tegion-specific IPG data bundle. However, in accordance with the 
present invention, IRD daw bundles are filtered out in hardware based on multtcasi addresses so a specific IRD 
only needs to store and process IPG data for its region, along with the global IPG data. I-or examrJe, the 
reived bundles after filtering for an IRD in region A include only BO (400) and Bl (405) the reccved bundles 
after filtering for an IKD in region B include ooly BO (400) and Bl (410), and the received bundles after 
filtering for an IRD in region C include only BO (400) and Bl (415). 

Bundles allow an IRD to distinguish between two different IPG data blocks that are the same type of data 
(titles/schedules, for example) fi* the .ami time slot. \SWthout rhe bundle numbers, the IRD can not 
distinguish between two data blocks of the same type and rime slot, and would want to discard one as a 
duplicate, (col. 10, lines 10-38) 

It is important to note that the Office Action argues that the "source name" or "source 
identifier" described above was the "data identifying the service network transmitting the second 
program guide information." Assuming arguendo that this is true (and for the reasons described 
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above, it is not), that would require that fiwt progr-m guide information and second program guide 
information is merged according to » comparison between the "source name" or "source identifier" 
a nd • receiver configuration value. Plainly, thU is not true For example, the Eyer reference 
indicate that the "source name" would be, for example "ABC It would make no sense 
whatsoever to merge a program guide from one soutce and another source according to "ABC". 
The reason for this nonsensical result is that the "soutce identifier" described in Eyer is not 
analogous to the "program guide information identifying the service network transmitting the 
second program guide information". 

For all of the foregoing reasons, the Applicants respectfully ttavetsc the rejection of claim I. 

Claims 9, 17, 25, 33, 41 , and 49 recite features analogous to those of claim 1 and are 
patentable for the eam« reasons. 

V. pHpe fldent Claims 

Dependent claims 2-7, 10-15, 18-23, 26-31, 34-39, and 42-47 incorporate the limitations of 
their related independent claims, and are therefore patentable on this basis. In addition, these claims 
recite novel elements even more remote from the cited references. Accordingly, the Applicants 
respectfully request that these claims be allowed as well. 
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VI. Conclusion 

In view of the above, it is submitted that this application is now in good order for allowance 
and such allows i* respectfully solicited. Should the Examiner believe minor maters still remain that 
can be resoled in a telephone imariew, the Examiner is urged to call Applicants' underfed 



attorney. 



Dare; February 16,2005 

The DIRECTV Group, Inc. 

RE/RU /A1G9 

P.O. Box 956 

2250 E. Imperial Highway 

fil Segundo, CA 90245-0956 

Phone: (310)964-4615 



Respectfully submitted, 




eorganfl S, Grunebach, Registtarion No. 33,179 
'Attorney for Applicants 
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